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Table 2 The load plan and assurance coefficient
/m /kPa
/m /kPa K1 K2
( ) (
2002-5-4 0 0 0 0 0
5 7 3 Q8 14 88 Q8 14 88 342
6- 28 55 a8 14 88 Q8 14 88 164
7- 1 58 17 32 88 19 36 88 182
7- 25 82 17 32 88 19 36 88 131
7- 28 85 27 52 88 3 58 88 143
8 26 114 27 52 88 3 58 88 125
8 29 117 37 72 88 41 8a 88 134
9- 27 146 37 72 88 41 8a 88 121
9- 30 149 48 94 88 53 104 88 129
11- 5 185 48 94 88 53 104 88 124
11- 8 188 59 116 88 6 5 128 88 131
12- 12 222 59 116 88 65 128 88 125
12- 16 226 70 138 88 77 152 88 131
2003- 1- 9 250 70 138 88 77 152 88 124
1- 13 254 81 16Q 88 89 176 88 129
2- 16 288 81 16Q 88 89 176 88 126
2- 19 291 92 182 88 101 200 88 130
321 321 92 182 88 101 200 88 127
3- 24 324 10 3 204 88 11 3224 88 130
4- 24 354 10 3 204 88 13 224 88 128
4 27 357 11 2 222 88 12 4 246 88 131
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Fig 1 Simple figure about stability analysis M= Z W idi (2)
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, C (X,
Y) X ,
, Bishop
1 3 2
: ¥= 19 5kN /m?, c= 40kPa, & 25°
: ¥= 20 OkN /m?, c= OkPa, c= 34°
Fs,= 2 164, Cc1(18 94, 16 15), Ri=
3 75m; ( ,

Cs (26 65, 31 64), R4= 21 42m;
Cc7(28 06, 29 72), R7=

Cs(3Q 07, 32 67),
Cu (29 91, 36 44),

2 140,
Fo= 1 998,
20 36m; Fs= 1 813,
Ro= 24 1fm; Fs,= 1 687,
Ru= 26 90m
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Fig 3 Stability analysisof the eleventh load
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The Stability Analyse of Soft Soil Foundation of Copper Ore
atW ushan in Jiangxi Province under M ulti-stage Preloading

MA Zhengwen', CHEN G X iao-jun’, CHA | He-sheng
(1 China U niversity o Geosciences,W uhan 430074, China; 2 Shenzhen Geotechnic A ssociation,
Shenzhen 518028, China)

Abstract: The stability analysis isa key job of earth banks and dykes, of w hich stability is regarded as the
ocontrol condition of engineering design, particularly in the oft land area T he stability problensof dans
gppear primarily in the period of construction, egecially the foundation that have been treated Thispaper
discusses the engineering constructw hich achieves some effect through combining engineering practical sit-
uation w ith the study on stability analysisof the dam that is under multi-stage preloading in some sedimen-
tation areas of lake facies
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